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The Editors 

The Biew York ®eri«w of Bools 
Mm lor k, Jt.Y. 10019 

Sear Sirs, 

As ny friend east calleagae fipofesaces- Ma hal H. Pspkis dqb in ids article, 
*QaB«±aBB*s Gam,* is the Sepbeeiber Ihbh issue, w® gast infeed salt far the 
trial of Clay Sfesar to find out if the district attorney really has cr@6l5h.le 
or conclusive evidence to sustain Ms charges — against Lee Earvay QsmL&, as 
mil as clay Shm and imrM Ferris. Professor Pop-kin &ems to sskaswlaig©, 
at least implicitly, that Mr. 0ar*iwm f s February pramunceseKte — that he had 
"sol red, the case weeks ago* sad that be had %?ideme ' beyond the shadow of a 
doubt : war© (aaad still are) premature. If news|ssf*Krs B s»«& fixate on 
^srrisan* s early public eisiEts,' 1 perhaps it is because the clsdias were never 
retracted, while each evifeaee as the district attorney has Urns far 
public is dubious, if not foolish. 

A critic of the barren Report, it smam to «ae, is obliged to apoly to 
Garrison's evidence the sase strict and objective tests which he smiled to 
the C 2 Efflission l s evidence. By that yardstick, X find little serit in the 
tesfeiBSsy of Mssrs . Ihisso ass. Bundy, although for reasons other than those 
against which Professor Pepkia argues. Bnsa©*s si ozy, quite apart free the 
questions raised about resort to iypsos is and sodium pssioihal to elicit his 
story, sosss to me inherently bereft 0X credibility. I can scarcely believe 
that three inspirators discussed the logistics of a plan to assassinate 
.“desidsnt Kennedy in tbs presence of a fourth perse®, wis® they left at 
liberty to infers tm thm. idsenever ids® spirit jawed Ma— -before or after 
the assassination was ascssaplished. (Other objections to Russo * s ISsiasoEy 
Bisy or ffiay- not be wsrran issj ferexassple, Professor Popkin concedes that the 
•;j0tes oi itji© j.j.rst iiitsmev v&.th Russo mritt&n fey Garrison's side Askd*®®’ 
a g i a ri fc r a do not include shis episode, feat he does not explain why it ns lb 
ccu-bseo ii, as SciaEifers xnsists, it was etusenssed » I fesve heard a ressber 
of different esplarsations from Garrison's supporters saong the critics, none 
of Tsk&ah provided plausible reasons for the emission of wfeat was undfceaishly 
Hi® central part of Russo* s story. } 

As for Bundy ! s allegations, x am skeptical act because of his drug addiction 
in the past bat because I reject as identification by any witness, however 
■fright, of a, person or persons viewed os one occasion, free a distance, 
almost four years oerlier. 

Mr.» Garrison _ has not yet revealed the basis far Ms sllngsfciea that Clsy 
>^isw wet with sad passes asssey to Oswald and Aaaic Rnby at Btto Rouge sb 
S epia® aer 3, x9©3. Periiapg sis evidence for the Bates Eouge reasiezTOas 
mil fee isore ©Hsstsntial than ids evidence for the nesting in Farriers 
apartment. Bui, i oust reaiad Professor Popkin that Xsg before the Baton 
IiOK «® seating was ssntiomi, Mr. Garrison eleiisad that he had established 
st^link^ ufetsseen Shan, dsataid, and Ruby by decoding identical eryptograas 
v ’P.O.Box 19106 s ) in Oswald's and Shaw's address books, which, when decoded, 
proved to oe Rnby' s unpublished 1963 telephone number. professor Popkir* s 
article does not raention this claim by Garrison. Perhaps he shares isy view -that 



Hr, assriseex* s epypl^ijpispMc ^syiseso©* is -&i Bafesswsss»ea9s>, predicated ®a * 
s 5 iss*©£u 3 iBg of the OssaM eatry ®kl » false &3sa»5ptx0n sSss® the Sfimstf ®a«*9r* 

If fkofesssar PsspkiH does accept, the “sods, 18 it is far s*sre soMd tba® sobs 
of the other evidence he lass es&tdCBSd as issUsstijag that Garrxs®& is <s* th© 
r±?ht track. Bat eves if he do© s not accept the »s£Mt% e ISeSssasaar Fcpida 

still faasm ©©sfeiasea it 5 b Ms isrefitarr of Sarei®i®*s evidence* since 
It. is highly reinvest t© se svMfsetxos of tse clxrbrist sttcr'csy'* ® - brenfifs 
skill asfi aerifies, 

-TarsiBg is the defection of R31i«s Sarrich* I as*te thwfc Profess or rHspkia 
to&lss ti»gi **sK 3 £se es^il&tss£i£si sessae neoained sf Ms efesisge ox iusart'' X do 
jgjt xlM the esasdssatiias. anywhere is the artssCts. Qast a'MB . i . y ocepsxgo*® 
sistessEsts to professor popkia in April eestsradict Ms pafeliB stsfessBss&s 
in Jans. Bat it, seems unfair is tssc M» with self-eordarsdicMflas. ^ile 
absolving -others, iassls^i^ the district attorney Msae&f* of the idesM&sI^ 
f silim* Pilgrims retarraag fs?®a Bear orlssas before the dftfset&sm xspestedly 
aad oonsistentlj identified Cfcsrsicfc as Garrises** s tt efcief inve^pisr ■■ sad 
voiced the highest praise fbr.feis personal and peofesgiosal q^alxties* 

Sot the least sstoaisteiag aspect of his defection was his retroactive dtewMon 
to lit, tie ware than as ss©KS©sg©r » X?4sa gisd that- rxsSwsser BssMb* ynXike ^ 
assise spslegtsia far Garrison* a^aosBlssdgas that QarMsfe a * nsjor investigator ,« 

Professor Bsskis esfcs if *-3««&9ws*s theory* that the a g aM ga ig a t t am, was 


js-iamisd and carried. out by a grosp of asM- 
Cleans and iiareleed with the 0X4, 
fcjpsthesic was elaborated W ssities ©X 
Owrlssa esperisBBBd a revival «f interest 


M&f© Cato®® Miss, basest ia Use" 
west pa$s& «at that thl& 
urns fi apart 2e®g before SET* 
js the assassinstias. (For eswiplfi. 


set £art& this ■wary hypothesis 4 b a etiagster of ssgr forfcfcsstMBg bosk which bis® 


bent i.a ^aesaarsr 
IhitHgaas h, sMeh X rasi in 


t hsi&w i si Hsrcld ¥Msb® 


g*s 

in i^fMSsr 


^bat s nuribcr of critics 


Q’ 19665 

own -Berk, me! tiist, of ethes 1 crities,.) 

iad^Bodasatly srriTesi at siMlgr or iasijfcieal eosselasis®s-- , toai tae assaseis&tiBS 
was the work of ssasasapirsoj’ ®Mch originaisd in Sss arlesss®-«4.s taaetejJBfcasMBDle* 
the ts®tisc 85 r aad eaMblts at the Xlsrren Goasdsaims alw»t ccsspel sseSi eas 
sss’Jsrpfian. 

ffee {psshio& is, eea CfesrstLss® prc»ws th® tbeeay esrap^t ssd sssIsiB M3 
eharses that the aaCTwaw he has asc«s®l wsre isfesd psrti&s to the aBseassiaafeioa? 


so 


sa i.«g>f »«ta«fi as Prsfses^* psplcia with 8^i.sos J s pmcedarsl »«©es»e*_ 
to date, isr ds I regard csssricti©n of Dean Aadrees ss ^ 'terisajfe, nisss© it- 
Issues traresssRlsfsd the wsssst nafcs*w af the pes^tsacy* %e it ttwt «*»»i 

that Sfew ws® Bea^^ssd* fs3.1©d to aaMse a ssasitJJW i^BBS£su£i®s£Msai? op 
■gas it that, kscwil^ r ths& $b&f wes aot Bertesiai, sssSsesss fsxlss to maS& as. 
©solicit dsdalf ladl wbs& af teaAee&sfi s2^B®sti®s tfest «ihs -distract s&lanwj 
asfes hia ®»©r dhaser ast t® laag© as skP^&clt d^Lsl that Shs® - ■jess BertstfeBfi? 

I do sat fiad this teeessaarily irasoasMsf^felej nar do I forget that Dess A 
insisted, lo«a «M c3s®r, is JsOy that OssaM did aet coasit the 

aasB®sffldnsSdaa--«'a3soisfc three years before iSr« i5arslsso*s public ststfflss 
that there was a® evidence that Omaskd hsd shot asyoae oa Tfower&er 22, 1963. 


As to GasETissm’s othsar courtroom victories thus far, f as&H & r lty with the 
jud^aent asd coscXusIoses resci®d by the CMs£ Jastice of the S»S* St^reae 
Court acd his ssiaent eoHeagae® after their iaseBtigsMcn of the assssMisatioa 



